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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 04 December 2006 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)[3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1,3-6 and 8 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) £3 Claim(s) 1,3-6 and 8 is/are rejected. 

7) ^ Claim(s) 1_ is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
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2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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Art Unit: 3629 

DETAILED ACTION 

» 

This is in reference to response received 04 December 2006. Claims 1,3-6 and 
8 are pending for examination. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments and concerns for amended claims are responded to in 
response to pending claims. 



Claim Objection 

Claim 1 , line 4 recites the limitation "the method comprising steps operable on 
the computer of:" Examiner reads the limitation as "the method comprising steps 
operable on the computer for:". Appropriate correction is requested. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 



Application/Control Number: 10/076,554 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3629 

Claims 1, 3, 6 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being vague and indefinite. For example: 

Claim 1, lines 17-18, recite the limitation "examining said application 
documents to check whether any of said application documents include an item which 
violates examination criteria". Applicant has not positively whether the examining is 
done to the user selected country or any country. 

Claim 3 recites the limitation "acquiring information on documents which have 
been applied in a certain country , and information on documents which have accepted 
permission from said country as a result of examinations after application; and assisting 
in preparing an application for another country with reference to said information on the 
documents. Applicant has not positively claimed the limitation of certain country, is it . 
same as "another country", some other country which does not have any thing to do 
with "another country" for which document has to be prepared, etc. 

Claim 6, lines 17-18, recite the limitation "means for examining said application 
documents to check whether any of said application documents includes an item which 
violates examination criteria" . Applicant has not positively whether the examining is 
done to the user selected country or any country. 
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Claim 8, recite the limitation "means for acquiring information on documents 
which have been applied in a certain country , and information on documents which 
have accepted permission from said country as a result examinations after application, 
wherein said means for assisting in preparing application documents prepares an 
application for another country with reference to said information on the documents". 
Applicant has not positively claimed the limitation of certain country, is it same as 
"another country", some other country which does not have any thing to do with 
"another country" for which document has to be prepared, etc. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Claims 1, 3-4, 6 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over ZipForm (document labeled as Information on ZipForm) in view of 
Gajraj US Publication 2002/0002566 and further in view of Broandbent et al. US Patent 
6,904,412 hereinafter known as Broadbent. 
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Regarding claims 1 and 6, ZipForm teaches application preparation assisting 
method and system operating a computer to assist in preparing an application for 
making a document-based application to a public organization [ZipForm page 11 - 13]. 
ZipForm teaches: 

Even though ZipForm does not explicitly teaches acquiring information on a 
world-wide standard which defines contents that should be described in said 
application. However, ZipForm does teach to get information at jurisdictional level 
[ZipForm page 22], and also ZipForm teaches Data Template [page 12]. In addition, 
Gajraj teaches A generic standard for DTDs is called Standard Generalised Markup 
Language (SGML) [Gajraj, 0004]. It is known to one of ordinary skill in the art that 
SGML is a device-independent, system-independent methods of representing texts in 
electronic form. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify ZipForm as taught by Gajraj to have a standard 
format from which data is to be converted to a custom format. For example, it is known 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made that Data 
Interchange Format (aka DIF) was one of the world standard format to transform data 
from first document (MS Excel) to second document (Lotus 123). 

ZipForm in view of Gajraj teaches: 

acquiring information on a standard unique to each country which is defined in 
detail in conformity to said world-wide standard (transforming a first document marked 
up according to a first document type definition, into a second document marked up 
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according to a second document type definition) [Gajraj, 0014], and information on 
published applications and examinations unique to each country (teaches to acquire 
information from plurality of documents for plurality of jurisdiction) [ZipForm page 18, set 
for form for South Dakota Area and Kokomo Area]; 

accepting conditions associated with the application documents to be prepared 
and accepting a selected country, wherein the conditions (e.g. contract, listing, leasing) 
and the country (e.g. county, state) are specified by a user; and 

ZipForm in view of Gajraj does not teach assisting to prepare application. 
However, Broadbent teaches assisting to prepare application [Broadbent, Fig. 7-12, 33 
and disclosure associated with Fig. 7-12, 33] 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify ZipForm in view of Gajraj as taught by 
Broadbent to use the Federal, State, local and professional regulations and 
requirements and implementing instructions to generate a plurality of tasks which can 
be used to control and drive the process of handling an application. 

ZipForm in view of Gajraj and Broadbent teaches: 

capability to prepare documents based on said acquired information on the 
world-wide standard, information on the standard unique to each country acquiring 
information on a standard unique to each country which is defined in detail in conformity 
to said world-wide standard (transforming a first document marked up according to a 
first document type definition, into a second document marked up according to a second 
document type definition) [Gajraj, 0014], and information on the application, 
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examination, and conditions associated with the application documents [ZipForm in 
view of Gajraj, 0014]. 

examining application documents to check whether any of application documents 
include an item which violates examination criteria [Broadbent, abstract, Fig 7-12 and 
disclosure associated with Fig. 7-12]. 

preparing and converting the application documents for selected country 
(jurisdiction) to comply with examination conditions in said country (jurisdiction) so that 
none of the documents include violation of examination criteria (Broadbent teaches to 
use Federal, State, local and professional regulations and requirements and 
implementing instructions to generate a plurality of tasks which can be used to control 
and drive the process of handling a mortgage loan application, another example of 
examining the documents to prevent violation of a authority like a jurisdiction) 
[Broadbent, abstract]. 

Regarding claim 4, ZipForm in view of Gajraj and Broadbent teaches 
electronically submitting the prepared application documents to perform electronic 
application processing. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over ZipForm 
(document labeled as Information on ZipForm) in view of Gajraj US Publication 
2002/0002566 and further in view of Broandbent et al. US Patent 6,904,412 hereinafter 
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known as Broadbent and Abbruzzese et al. US Patent 5557515 hereinafter known as 
Abbruzzee. 

Regarding claim 5, ZipForm in view of Gajraj and Broadbent does not teach 
recording an entire manipulation procedure of an operator for preparing an application 
with the assistance of application preparation as log information so that the log 
information can be viewed at a later time. However, Abbruzzese teaches an electronic 
activity log function maintains a record of key activities involved in the processing of 
work items [abstract]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify ZipForm in view of Gajraj and Broadbent as 
taught by Abbruzzese to automatically and securely maintain a record of the activities of 
all staff members in work processing. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 3 and 8 are deemed allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) 
under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of 
the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Conclusion 



Applicant is required under 37 CRF '1.111 (c) to consider the references fully 
when responding to this office action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Naresh Vig whose telephone number is (571) 272-6810. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thu 7:00 - 5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on (571) 272-6812. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




March 19, 2007 



Naresh Vig 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3629 



